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As you may know, the National Park Service is preparing a general management plan to determine the long- 
term strategy for the management of Antietam National Battlefield. As an initial step we conducted a series of 
public meetings to identify and better understand the concerns that you, the interested public, have for the future 
of Antietam. Nine meetings were held in mid-August at the battlefield visitor center. Approximately 65 people 
came to the meetings and discussed concerns ranging from resource protection to boundary changes. This 
news\etter presents those concerns for your consideration and review. 


Cultural Resource Concerns 
e The landscape should be restored to 1862 conditions. 
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Piper house as a bed and breakfast. It sets a bad 


Land Concerns 
° The Park Service should 


The area of grass mowing should be increased as 
well as the quality of mowing. There is a lot of 
dead grass lying around. 


To more accurately depict 1862 conditions, grass 
mowing should be eliminated. 


) stop perpetuating the myth 
that Antietam National Battlefield needs to be 
protected. It already is, through scenic easements. 
The Park Service should stop interfering with rights 
of private citizens to the peaceful enjoyment of their 
houses. 


There should be no boundary expansion or buffer 
zone. 


The battlefield should go back to a manageable size. 
No more than 800 acres should be acquired. The 
battlefield should concentrate on what it currently 
owns. 


The Park Service should not purchase any lands 
west of Sharpsburg. 


Acquisition of working farm area as suggested in 
1971 Master Plan should be canceled. 


The 17 private homes along Route 65 should not be 
included in any boundary expansion. ‘ 


¢ The existing park should be scaled back by 


getting rid of the Boy Scout campground and 
consolidating all camping in the bivouac area 
along the Snavely Ford trail 


removing the C&O maintenance area and using it 
for additional parking 


returning all lands along Branch Avenue, 
including the Otto house, 9 private ownership 


The Park Service should purchase all remaining 
lands within the boundary. 


South Mouniain sites should be included in the park 
boundary. 


The Park Service should expand the boundary to 
include the Conservation Fund properties and all of 
the Grove Farm property. 


The Conservation Fund should state that their 
Properties would remain in agricultural use, if they 
are not donated to the battlefield. 


The Conservation Fund properties should not be 
donated to the battlefield. They should be put in the 
Agricultural Trust program and resold. 


The national cemetery should be expanded so that 
native veterans can be buried there. 


The Park Service should work with the state 
concerning a proposed bypass. 


The proposed bypass should go south of Sharpsburg 
instead of north to Route 34. 


The aerial photographs to be used for the GIS 
should not be given to other agencies without full 
disclosm<: of how the agency plans to use the 
photos. 


The Grove farm (150 acres) should be used as the 
expansion site for the cemetery. 


Interpretive Concerns 


The Park Service should centrally locate additional 
monuments, i.c., the cemetery, or use funds to 
purchase additional land for this purpose. The area 
should have seen little or no fighting. 


There should be additional monumeniation in ths 
battlcfield. Monuments call people’s attention 
what took place there and would enhance and attrac: 
visitors to the park. 


The proposed Irish monument should be 
"grandfathered" into the GMP. Talks about placing 
a monument to honor the Irish Brigade began one 
year before the GMP process began. 


The park should remain available for use by the 
local ci*’ cns. There shouldn't be any 
recommenaauon that would make them go to the 
visitor center before entering park. 


The local landowners use the park roads to get to 
town and back. If the alternatives recommend road 
closures, these landowners will be imconvenienced. 
Local traffic patterns should be considered before 
recommending any changes. 


Traffic should be rerouted away from town. 
Currently, cars enter town after leaving ranch 
Avenue. 


Potential traffic problems may arise if visitation 
increases. The need to centralize parking and provide 
a shuttle system similar to Harpers Ferry’s should be 
explored. 
Philadelphia Park should be developed for more 
interpretive activities, such as those suggested in the 
1971 Master Plan. 


More comfort stations and picnic areas should be 
provided. 


Piper Lane should be opened up, and the comfield 
and sunken roads should be closed. 


The visitor center should be removed. 


The Sherrick house should be developed as an 
interpretive site for a working family farmhouse. 


¢ A ‘“greenline" park be should not established in 
South Washington County. 


¢ The 4th of July visitation figures should not be 
included in visitation counts as they distort overall 
picture. 


¢ It does not seem that Antictam should have less 
visitation than Gettysburg or Harpers Ferry, when it 
is on the route to both of them. Why is this so? 


¢ A visitor survey should be conducted. 


Legislative Concerns 


¢ More information should be available about the 
American Heritage Trust bill. Does it give the Park 
Service a checkbook to acquire land beyond the 
park’s boundary? 


¢ The American Heritage Trust bill was brought about 

because of an  overrcaction by historic 
preservationists who influenced Congress without the 
balancing effect of local landowners issues. 


¢ The National Conservation Act of 1989* states that 


a list of endangered places be prepared. Antictam 
should not be on this list. 


*This bill is still being drafied by the National Parks 
and Conservation Association and the National Trust for 
Historic Preservation and has not yet been introduced 
into Congress. 


Other 


¢ The Park Service should emphasize the fact that the 
park is of national significance, and local 
communities should be encouraged to view the park 
as such. 


¢ Residents are concerned about losing their way of 
life. People who are not members of the local 
community are trying to exploit tourism at Antietam 
National Battlefield. Local citizens want to preserve 
the current quality of life. 
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* Residents want to keep a rural lifestyle. They do not 
want visitation to increase and do not want Antietam 
to become a destination park, as this would promote 
commercialization of the areca. 


¢ As a good neighbor, the Park Service should visit 
the local landowners prior to the issues being made 
public. 


¢ A newsletter should be distributed following public 
meetings. 


¢ A commission should be established, composed of 
a cross section of the community, to meet once a 
month to discuss issues. 


¢ There is a fcar that local taxcs will go up to fund 
implementation of the final plan. 


The next step in the planning process will be to develop 
several alternatives that explore different futures for the 
battlefield. The public concerns listed above will assist 
us in developing those alternatives. We anticipaic 
releasing the alternatives for public review sometime in 
November 1989. In the meantime, if you have any 
further thoughts that are not reflected in this newsletter, 
please feel free to contact me. Thank you for you 


Ay haves 


Superintendent 
Antietam National Battlefield 
P.O. Box 158 


Sharpsburg, MD 21782 
Phone: (301) 432-5124 
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